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Specification 

Applicant has aiacnde4 paragraph 0028 in the Specification to correct typographical 
eaors. No new matter has been added. 

Oainis 1-14 are Allowable 

Hie Office has rejected claims 1-14, at paragraphs 1-2 of the Office Action, under 35 
U.S.C, §102(bX as being anticipated by US- Patent No, 6,463,300 ("Osbima'O- Applicant 
respectfully traverses the rejections. 

None of the cited references, including Osbiroa, disclose or suggest the specific 
corobination of claim 1. For example, Oshima does not disclose a security function that 
associates the private content stored in the teixninal memory with the jSbrst IMSI or first 
MSISDN/IMSI combination of the at least one authorized smart card to grant access to the 
private content only to the at least one authorized smart card, as recited in claim 1, In contrast to 
claim 1 , Oshima discloses that data from an inserted SIM card is compared with data fiom a 
previously inserted SIM card, and that access to a mobile communication service network is 
allowed when tiiere is a match^ ox when the user can supply a correct secret nxmiber via a key 
input section. See Oshima, col. 6, lines 35-55. Odiima does not disclose granting access to 
private content stored in the terminal m^ory» Hence, claim 1 is allowable. 

Claims 2-8 depend from claim 1 , whidi Applicant has shown to be allowable. Hence, 
Oshima fails to disclose at least one element of each of claims 2-8. Accordingly, claims 2-8 are 
also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence firom claim 1 » 

Further, the dependent claims recite additional features that are not disclosed by the cited 
references. For example, none of the references, including Oshima, disclose that a security 
function denies access to the private content to a smart card that is not an authorized smart card 
and grants access to the private content to an authorized smart card, as recited in claim 5. 
Instead, Oshima discloses that access to a mobile communication service network is allowed 
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when there is a xaatch between data from an inserted SIM card and a previously inserted SIM 
card, or when the user can supply a correct secret number via a key input section. See Oshima, 
col. 6, lines 35-55. Osbima does not disclose gmting access to private content stored in the 
temnnal memory. For this additional reason, claim 5 is allowable. 

Further, none of the references, including Oshima, disclose private content that includes 
discrete items and a private content IMSI/MSISDN that is associated with each item, as recited 
in claim 6, or private content that includes at least one groi^ of contact information and a private 
content IMSI/MSISDN that is associated vwth each group, as recited in claim 7. In contrast to 
claims 6 and 7, Oshima discloses that data fix>m a previously inserted SIM card is stored in a 
memory section of a mobile station, which is compared with data of a currently inserted SIM 
card to determine if there is a match. See Oshima, col. 6, lines 35-41 . If thexe is no match, then 
a secret number stored in the memory section is compared with a key input by a user. See 
Oshima, coL 6, lines 43-48. Oshima does not disclose private content srtored in the mobile 
station memoiy. For this additional reason, claims 6 and 7 are allowable. 

None of the cited references, including Oshima, disclose or suggest the specific 
combination of claim 9. For exanople, Oshiina does not disclose comparing private content 
IMSI/MSISDN information with IMSI/MSISDN information of a SIM fiom a plurality of SIMs 
to i»roduce a comparison result, as recited in claim 9. In contrast to claim 9, Oshima discloses 
comparing data £roxn an inserted SIM card with data from a memory section of a mobUe station 
to detennine if the cuxrant SIM card is the same as the previously inserted SIM card. See 
Oshima, col. 6, lines 35-42. Oshima does not disclose private content stored in the mobile 
station memory. Further, Oshima does not disclose denying access to the private content when 
the comparison result is negative or granting acct&s to the private content when the comparison 
result is positive, as recited in claim 9. Therefore, Oshima does not disclose or suggest each 
element of claim 9. Hence, claim 9 is allowable. 

Qaims 10-14 depend fix>m claim 9, which Applicant has shown to be allowable. Hence, 
Oshima fails to disclose at least one el«ncnt of each of claims 10-14, Accordingly, claims 10-14 
are also allowable, at least by virtue of their dependence £com claim 9. 
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Further, the dependeat claims recite additional features that are not disclosed by the cited 
refeences. For example, none of ihe references, including Oshima, disclose Hh&t the private 
content includes discrete items ai>d that a private content IMSI/MSISDN is provided to each 
disCTete item, as recited in daim 10. In contrast to claim 10. Oshima discloses that a memory 
section of a mobile station has a SIM data storing section that stores a ppi^ stored in the 
SIM for comnaiison with a subsequent SIM. 5^6 Oshima, CoL 6, lines 28-4L Oshima does not 
disclose stored private content accessible via a private content IMSI/MSISDK For at least this 
reason, claim 1 0 is allowable. 

Further, none of the references, including Oshima, disclose that the private content 
includes at least one group of contact infomiatiou and that a private content IMSI/MSISDN is 
provided to each group, as recited in claim 1 1 , In contrast to claim 1 1 , Oshima discloses a secret 
number storing section to store a secret number for comparison with a user entered secret 
number in the event that the subsequent SIM does not match the previously stored SIM data. See 
Oshima, col. 6, lines 42-47. Oshima does not disclose stored private content accessible via a 
private content IMSI/MSISDR For at least this reason, daim 1 1 is allowable. 

The Office has rejected claims 1-14, at paragraphs 3-4 of the OfSce Action, under 35 
U.S.C. §102(e), as hems anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,970,817 ("Ross"), Applicant 
respectfully traverses the rgections- 

None of the cited references, including Ross^ disclose or suggest the specific combination 
of claim 1 . For example, Ross does not disclose at least one smart card having first IMSI 
information, or a first MSISDN/IMSI combination, that identifies tiie at least one smart card as 
^ authorized smart card, as recited in claim 1 . Instead, Ross associates each VR tag residing in 
a device with a corresponding data record in the removable media through tbe use of a set of 
digital keys, so that when the VR tag is invoked, the data record residing in the removable media 
can be accessed. 5ee Ross, col. 3, lines 58-63. Ross does not disclose that the rexaovable media 
has an identifier riMSI n r MSISDN/IMSD that identifies it as an authorized smart card . 
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Further, none of the cited references, including Ross, disclose or suggest a security 
function tiiat associates the private content stored in the tenninal memoiy with the first IMS! or 
first MSISDN/IMSI combination of the at least one authoiized smart card to g^t access to the 
mivate content only t o the at least one antfaon V-erf gmarr r^rrf, gg i^itAH f^]^\j^ ] instead, Ross 
discloses creating a set of digital keys tiiat are based on corresponding data records residiDg in 
removable media, and associatiag each digital key xvith a coirespondixig Voice Recognition (VR) 
tag stored in a device such as a cdUular telephone^ so that vAen the VR lag is invoked the 
corresponding data record in &e removable media can be accessed. See Ross, col, 2, line^ 24-30, 
and lines 58-63, Ross does not disclose granting access to private content by an authorized smart 
card. 

Thereforep Ross does not disclose or suggest each of the elements of claim 1. Hence, 
claim 1 is allowable. 

Further, the dependent claims recite additional features that are not disclosed by the cited 
references. For example, none of the cited references, including Ross, disclose a terminal that 
iiicludes a private content IMSI/M SISDN associated with the private content as recited in claim 
5. Ross also fsals to disclose or suggest a security function that denies access to the private 
content to a smart card that is not an authorized smart card and grants access to the private 
content to an authorized smart card, as recited in claim 5. Instead, Ross discloses tT^^t a unique 
digital key is generated for each dala record stored on a removable medium, and that each digital 
kcv is asso ciated wifli a corresponding VR tag stored in a device . 5"^^ Ross, coL 2, lines 24-30, 
and col. 3, lines 17-2L Ross farther discloses comparing digital keys stored in the removable 
medium with keys in the device to establish a match between each VR ta^and a corresponding 
data record, so that vdien the VR tag is invoked die data record stored on the removable media is 
accessed. See Ross, col. 2, lines 24-34, and col. 3, lines 60-63, Thus, in contrast to claim 5, 
Ross discloses a generatmg a unique digital key for each of the data records stored on the 
removable media and associating the key with a corresponding VR tag stored on the device. For 
this additional reason, claim 5 is allowable. 
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Fuither, none of the cited references, including Ross, disclose private content that 
includes discrete it^s and a private content IMSI/MSISDN associated with each item as recited 
in claim 6, or private content tiiat includes at least one group of contact information and a private 
content IMSI/MSISDN associated with each group, as recited in claim 7. Instead, Ross discloses 
^ a unique digital key is generated for each data record stored on a removable medium, and 
each digital kev is associat ed with a corresponding VR tag stored in a device . See Ross, col. 

2, lines 24-30, and col. 3, lines 17-2L Ross further discloses comparing digital keys stored in the 
removable medium with keys in the device to establish a match between each VR tag and a 
coiTest>Qnding data record, so that when the VR tag is invoked the data record stored on the 
removable merjijift is accessed See Ross, coL 2, lines 24-34, and coL 3, lines 60-63. For this 
additional reason, claims 6 and 7 are allowable. 

None of the cited references, including Ross, disclose or suggest the specific combination 
of claim 9, For example, Ross does not disclose comparing private content IMSI/MSISDN 
information with IMSI/MSISDN information of a SIM from a plurality of SlMs to produce a 
comparison result, as recited in claim 9. Instead, Ross discloses that a unique digital key is 
generated for each data record stored on a removable medium, and that each diigital key is 
associated with a corresponding VR tag stored in a device. See Ross, col. 2, lines 24-30, and coL 

3, Imes 1 7-21. Ross further discloses comparing digital k^s stored in the removable medium 
with keys in the device to estabHsh a match between e ach VR tag and a corresponding data 
recoid, so that when tihe VR tag is mvoked fee data record stored on the removable media is 
accessed. See Ross, coL 2, lines 24-34, and coL 3, lines 60-63. 

Ftirther, Ross does not disclose denying access to the private content when a comparison 
result is negative or granting access to the private content when a comparison lesult is positive, 
as recited in claim 9, In contrast to claim 9> Ross compares digital keys of VR tags stored on a 
device (e.g., cellular telephone) with digital keys of data records residing on removable media 
and associates a particular data record with a corresponding VR tag via the corresponding digital 
key, so that when the VR tag is invoked the data record residmg on the removable media is 
accessed See Ross, col. 2, lines 30-34, and col. 3, lines 58-63. Ross does not disclose denying 
or giianting access to private content stored on a device. 
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Therefore, Ross does not disclose or suggest each elem^t of claim 9. Hoice^ claim 9 is 
aUoivable. 

Ckims 10-14 depend from claim 9, vMch Applicant has sho^ to be allowable. Hence, 
Ross feils to disclose at least one element of each of claims 10-14. Accordingly, claims 10-14 
ate also allowable, at least by virtue of flieir dependence from claim 9. 

Further, the dependent claims recite additional features that are not disclosed by the cited 
lefeiences. For example, none of the references, including Ross, disclose that the private content 
incltides discrete items and that a private content IMSI/MSISDN is provided to each discrete 
item, as recited in claim 10, or that the private content includes at least one group of contact 
information and that a private content IMSI/MSISDN is provided to each group, as recited in 
claim 1 1 . Instead, Ross discloses that a unique digital kev is generated for each data record 
stored on a removable media, and that each digital key is associated vvith a corresponding VR tag 
stored in a device. See Ross, coL 2, lines 24-30, and coL 3, lines 17-21. Ross further discloses 
comparing digital keys stored in the removable medium with keys in the device to establish a 
match between each VR tag stor ed in the device and a corresponding data record stored in the 
removable media, so that when the VR tag is invoked tiie data record residing on the removable 
media is accessed ^ See Ross, col. 2, lines 24-34, and coL 3, lines 60-63. Thus, in contrast to 
claims 10 and 1 1, Ross discloses a generating a unique digital key for each of the data records 
stored on the removable media and associating the key with a corresponding VR tag stored on 
the dervice. Ross does not disclose denying or granting access to private content stored on a 
device. For this additional reason, claims 10 and 1 1 axe allowable. 

Claims 15-20 are Allowable 

The Office has rejected claims 15-20» at paragraphs 5-6 of the Office Action, und^ 35 
U.S.C. §I03(e), as being unpatentable ovct Oshima in view of U.S. Pat. Pub. No. 2005/0176409 
("Carpenter")' Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections. 
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None of the cited references, inclxiding Oshiroa and Carpenter, disclose the specific 
combination of claim 1 5. For example, Oshima does not disclose or suggest that access to all or 
to a pre-defined portion of private content stored on internal memory of the mobile equipment 
occurs only when IMSI/MSISDN information of a SIM correlates to IMSI/MSISDN information 
of the private content, or of the pre-defined portion of Ae private content, stored in the memory 
of the mobile equipment, as recited in claim 15, In contrast to claim 15, Oshima discloses that 
data from an mserted SIM card is compared with data from a previously inserted SIM card, and 
that access to a mobile co mmunicatjon seivice network is allowed when theac^ is a match, or 
when tibie user can simply a correct secret number via a key input section. See Oshima, col, 6, 
lines 35-55. Oshima does not disclose granting access to private content stored in the memory of 
a mobile device. Further, Carpenter does not disclose this element of claim 1 5. Instead, 
Carpenter discloses that a SIM is typically protected by a four digit Personal Identification 
Number stored therein and known only by the end user. See Carpenter, paragraph 0024, 
Carpenter does not disclose granting access to private content stored in the memory of a mobile 
device. 

Therefore, Oshima and Carpenter, separately or in combination, do not disclose or 
suggest each element of claim 15. Hence, claim 15 is allowable. 

Claims 16-20 depend from claim 15, which Applicant has shown to be allowable. 
Therefore, Oshima and Carpenter fail to disclose at least one element of each of claims 16-20. 
Hence, claims 16-20 are allowable, at least by virtue of iheir dependence j&om claim 15, 

Further, the dependent claims recite additional elements that are not disclosed by the 
cited references. For example, Oshima and Carpenter, separately or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest private content that includes one or more of the following items: (a) one or 
more ring tones, (b) one or more games, (c) one or more images, (d) one or more video files, or 
(d) one or more audio files, as recited in claim 1 7, or that the private content includes one or 
more of the following groups of contact information: (a) push-to-talk, (b) instant text messaging, 
(c) instant voice messaging, (d) buddy list, (e) email addresses, or (f) phone numbers, as recited 
in claim 1 9. Instead, Oshima discloses that data from an inserted SIM card is compared with 
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data from a previously inserted SIM card, and that access to a m nhilft cntYitn tmication servicg 
network allowed when there i.s a match or when the user can s upply a comect secret number 
via a key input section. See Oshima, col. 6, lines 35-55, Oshima does not disclose granting 
access to private content stored in the memory of a mobile device. Furth^, Carpenter does not 
disclose these elements of claims 17 and 19. Instead, Carpenter discloses that a SIM is typically 
PTQtQcted by a four digit Personal Identification Number stored therein and known only by the 
end user- See Carpenter, paragraph 0024. Therefore, Oshima and Carpenter, separately or in 
combination, do xwrt disclose each and every elemexrt of claims 17 axid 19^ 

Additionally^ the Office has cited Ross in the rejection of claim 17. See Office Action, 
page 9, second paragraph. Ross does not disclose the elements of claim 17 that are not disclosed 
by Oshima and Carpenter. Instead, Ross discloses digital keys that generated ftom data records 
stored in a removable medium, which keys are compared with digital keys associated with voice 
recognition (VR) tags stored in a device, in order to establish a match between each VR tag and 
the corresponding data record, so that when flie VR tag is invoked the c*a ta record is accessed. 
See Ross, col. 2, lines 24-34, and col. 3, lines 60-63, The digital keys and VR t^s of Ross that 
are stored in the device memory are not private content. Ross does not disclose private contexxt 
stored on a device. Therefore, Oshima, Carpenter, and Ross, separately or in combination, do 
not disclose each and every element of claim 17. 

For the additional reasons presented above, claim 17 is allowable. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicant has pointed out specific features of the claims not disclosed, suggested, or 
rendered obvious by tibie references applied in the 0£5ce Action. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of each of the objectioxjs and rejections, as 
well as an indicatiDn of the allowability of each of the pending claims. 
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Any changes to the claims in this amendment, which have not been specifically noted to 
overcome a rejection based upon the prior art, ^ould be considered to have been made fc^ a 
puipose unrelated to patentability, and no estoppel should be deemed to attach theieto. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
listed below if such a call would in any way facilitate allowance of this application! 

The Commissioner is hereby 8Uthoii23ed to charge any fees, w^iich may be required^ or 
credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-2469. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Date Jefi6reyG.Toler, Reg. No. 38,342 

Attorney for Applicant 
TOLER SCHAFFER LLP 
S500 Bluffstone Cove, Suite A201 
Austin, Texas 78759 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512) 327-5575 (fex) 
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